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Sir Hari Singh Gour, I should like very much to ask you something about your proposals in regard to a new department covering Communications especially in the light of the report of the Roads Committee, which I have only read in the press, presented some . two months ago.—Not two months ; it is less.
 242.	The question I would like to ask you is, in
"Communications"  you do not include  Railways*'
which   belong  to  the   Commerce   department ?—I
should certainly include them.
 243.	Then it would be a full department of all
forms   of   communications ?—Yes,   including   Posts
and Telegraphs.
 244.	Your opinion is that this is not a political
matter but a matter of administration;  could that
be done within the present limit of members of the
Viceroy's council ?—I think so.    I think it is purely
a question of redistribution.    The Commerce depart
ment which now is in charge of Railways would, lose
Railways and take Industry and some of the other
subjects which are very closely connected with Com
merce, Geological Survey and certain other things.
They would goin to the Commerce department.
 245.	Without going into details, I believe there is
at present an advisory committee consisting I thin>
mainly  of  members   of  the  Assembly  on  railway
matters ?—Yes.
 246.	Sir Hari Singh Gour :   Members of the Rail
way Advisory Council are members of both Houses.
—In fact all these committees are.
 247.	Lord Burnham : I imagined you to say both
Houses of the legislature.    I notice the Roads Com
mittee advise, so I   understand, the  formation of
another committee, another advisory committee to
deal with roads ?—Yes.
 248.	This   Roads  Committee  which has just re
ported rejected the idea of a Roads Board for all
India ?—Yes.
 249.	In place of that .they would have an annual
conference I think of all road authorities ?—Yes.
 250.	May I ask what the functions of the advisory
committee would be in regard to the department
that you wish to set up ?—This report of course has
not- been considered by Government yet.    I under
stand the advisory committee of the Assembly which
is proposed would advise on the general principles
on which this extra taxation which after all is going
to be levied would be utilised.    The Assembly, I
think, alone is mentioned because they are the body
who- are the custodians of the funds.    They would
lay down the general principles under which the
Government of India and the department of Com
munications would administer the proceeds of the
extra taxation.
 251.	You do not contemplate their interfering in
the details of administration ?—No.

 252.	Is there any danger of that knowing what
politicians are all the world over ?—I do not like to
say, because this report has not been considered even.
 253.	May I ask this ?    Do you think it would be
better to have an advisory committee of experts who
are divorced from political life ?—The committee of
the legislature as I understand it is to deal with the
apportionment of money, the principles of-the ap
portionment of money which they vote.   That is the
reason I imagine why a committee of the, legislature
is suggested because if they are going to vote the
money they ought to have some   say in its   dis
tribution.
254 May I suggest that it seems now-a-days the general tendency in these matters which are primarily matters of national business is to have as little political influence as possible in the administration ? —Yes, in the administration. I quite agree. This is as regards the general principle^ which I
the committee recommend should be debated at that stage. There is one member of the Roads Committee here, in this room, and he can probably explain what they had in their mind, but I understood that to be the idea, that the actual details of administration they would not Interfere with.
255, From the point of view of administration vou
 would be unwilling to see any interference in matters of detail ? — I have not formed any view upon it yet. The report has not been before the Government yet. It was only published a few days ago. We have now referred it to local Governments and asked them for their opinion as to the general principle that this extra taxation ought to be divided among the different provinces in the proportions they suggest. On that point we have already consulted local Governments, and when their reports are received the Governor-General in Council will pass orders on the whole of this report. So, at the moment I have only formed just a personal view from reading it. It may have to be modified later when one sees what the local Governments have to say.
 256.	Mr. Hartshorn : I would like to know whether
the Government takes any action at all in the matter
of wages in connection with the industrial workers ? —
There is no minimum wage in India at all at the
moment.    As a matter of fact as a result of discus
sions  in   Geneva,  we  have  definitely  proposed  to
consider the question of minimum wages.
 257.	Has the matter been much discussed in the
Assembly ? — Not much so far.
 258.	Is there any substantial demand on the part
of organised labour that legislation of that character
should be undertaken ? — I dp not think there has been
really any serious ventilation of the subject until
quite recently, but we have undertaken to examine it
and see whether some system of minimum wages
may be possible.
 259.	Sir Arthur Froom :   I think it may be inter
esting to the Conference to know — it is stated in the
report and I am not giving away any confidential
discussions of the Roads Committee — that the Roads
Committee arrived at the conclusion that all pro
vinces would resent very greatly the administration
of roads being taken away from them ? — Yes.
 260.	That was the conclusion  arrived  at.    The
provinces  recognise  that  there is  great room for
improvement   and   development   of   roads   in   the
interests of the agriculturists.   At the same time the
provinces were very reluctant to give up their powers
of administration of roads ? — Yes.

 261.	The Chairman : I might perhaps just ask one
or two  questions for my own  information.    The
latest Factory Act,  I understand,   deals with  all
factories employing not less than 20 persons and
using mechanical power ? — That is the definition.
 262.	I see at the bottom of page 1491* (" The State
" and Industry," 1928) that by 1927 the number of
such factories was 7,515 ? — Yes.
 263.	There was provision in the Act that local
Governments were to be empowered to bring within
the scope of the Act by notification factories em
ploying not less than 10 persons, whether they em
ployed mechanical power or not ? — Yes,
 264.	Do you know whether that power of the local;
Governments has been used at all ? — I am not sure.
I will look it up.    I could find it out quite easily.f
 265.	In the provinces is the factory   adminis
tration a transferred department ? — No, it is reserved.
 266.	You do not know •whether there has been any
indicatioa in the provinces that they wish the Factory
Act should be applied to the smaller workshops ? —
No, I have not got the information but I can obtain
it in the course of the day.f
 267.	Yes.    There is another thing I would like to
know.    Would your annual report show how many
factory inspectors there are ? — Yes,. I have got the
figures here.   41 inspectors I think.
 268.	41 factory inspectors ?— Yes.
 269.	41 inspectors for 7,515 factories spread over
.
British India ? — Of course the majority of the factories are in Ing centres, like Calcutta, Bombay and Cawnpore.
270. Is the number of factory inspectors and what I may call the intensity of the inspection a matter which is within the control of the provincial Government ?— Yea.
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